STATE OF VERMONT
HUVAN SERVI CES BOARD

In re Fair Hearing No. 16,228

)
)
Appeal of )

| NTRODUCTI ON

The petitioner appeals the decision by the Departnent of
Social Welfare term nating her Essential Persons (EP) benefits
and reduci ng her Food Stanps. The issue is whether the
Departnment correctly calculated the petitioner's incone in
determning her eligibility for these prograns. The facts are

not in dispute.

FI NDI NGS OF FACT

1. The petitioner is disabled and |ives with a person who
provi des nedically necessary services to her. Prior to Cctober,
1999, the petitioner's household inconme consisted solely of EP
benefits of $834 and Food Stanps of $89 per nonth,

2. In October the petitioner received a one-tine SS|
paynent of $394 and notification that as of Novenmber 1, 1999,
she woul d begin receiving $961 a nmonth in Social Security

benefits.
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3. Based on this information the Departnment notified the
petitioner that as of Novenmber 1, 1999, her EP benefits would

term nate and her Food Stanps woul d be decreased to $56 a nont h.

ORDER

The Departnent's decision is affirned.

REASONS

Under the EP regulations for a single person the maxi num
i ncone allowable for eligibility under that programis $859 a
nmonth. WAM § 2756 and Procedures Manual 8§ P-2740B. In this
case, as of Novenber 1, 1999, the petitioner began receiving
Soci al Security benefits of $961 a nonth. Under the regul ations
this made her ineligible to continue receiving benefits under
t he EP program

The Food Stanp Program consi ders unearned househol d i ncone
fromany source. Food Stanp Manual § 273.9(b). As of Novenber
1, 1999, the petitioner's regular household inconme increased
from$834 in EP benefits to $961 in Social Security benefits per
month. |t does not appear that any of the all owabl e deductions
frominconme changed at that tine. Under the regulations this
resulted in a decrease in her nonthly Food Stanps from $89 to

$56.
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| nasnuch as it has not been shown that the Departnent's
calculations are contrary to either the regulations or the
pertinent facts concerning the petitioner's circunstances, the
Board is bound by law to affirmthe Departnent's decision. 3
V.S. A 3091(d) and Fair Hearing Rule No. 17.
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